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valid instruction, Favor does „o, teach an output interface that provides a) data, b) a signal 
indicating whether that data includes valid v,de„ data and c) a signai indicating whether that *» 
tac ,udes valid command data and d) transferring the data over the output while asserting ~ of 
the valid data signal and the valid command signal. 

' The Examiner asserts Ota, the system of Durana would be modified according to the 
teachings of Favor "to verify memory addresses at the receiver in order to provide vahd data 
signalsincludingvalidcon^dsigrtannresponsetoarequestsignalatthereceiver. The 

Applicant respectfully disagrees that one of ordinary skill in the art would modify the system o 
Durana (that teaches how a centra. multimedia server can be accessed to provide video signals to 
a set top box) with teachings from Favor about how a computer processor is designed to decode , 
macrt-instructions. The reason provided by me Examiner as to why such a combine would 
be made .ac.cs supporting evidence from the prior art. Further it is undear how the teachmgs of 
Favor's macroinsmtction decoder andbranch prediction .og,c couldbe applied to Duranos 
system in any way that would suggest an output interface that provides a) da*, b) a stgnal 
indicating whether mat data inc.udes valid video data and c, a signa, mdicating whether Uta data 
indudes valid command da* and transferring data over that output while asserting one cf*> 
valid data signa. and the valid command signal. 

Regarding claim 9, the Examiner merely refers to the discussion of claim l.bu. repeats 
,„e rejection from the prior office action, stating mat Durana teaches limitations of c.a,m9 that 
the Examiner admits are no. taught by Durana in the discussion of claim 1 (particular.,, the 
"valid data signal" and "the valid command signal" and that the command data .nCudes a 
memory address at the reciever). As noted in the Applicant's prior reply, .n Durana a 
programmable logic device (PU» 222 controls transfer of digital data to multimedia processors 
mat produce me video outputs in Fig. 6. The Examiner asserts that "the status of dat, whether 
is a valid video data or no,, can be determined based on their memory addresses," cmng Col. 16, 
Hues 37-66 The portion of the reference that has been cited, however, has nothing to do w,th 
indicating whether audio and video outputs of Fig. 6 are vahd. The cited portion of the reference 
merely states that some inputs to the PU> indicate that an address on an address bus is vahd. See 
Col 16 lines 62-64. Such an inpm to the PLD is not a signal that is part of an interface that 
includes the video output of Fig. 6. Tne Examiner also asserts that "the command data 
memory address at the receiver," citing Co.. 5, lines 55-67. This data has nothing to do w,th the 
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